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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to an amendment filed 1 2/1 5/2004. 

2. Claims 1-28 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 9, 15 and 24 are 
independent claims; and claim 22 has been amended. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. Claims 1-4, 9-10, 15-17 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tyan et al. ('Tyan") in view of Mernyk et al. ("Mernyk"). 

As per claim 1 , Tyan teaches an apparatus, comprising a computer readable 
media and a program written in a page description language and embedded on the 
computer readable media, the program to provide instructions, which when executed by 
a machine, cause the machine to display and to manipulate a bitmap image within a 
window in a network system (col. 1, lines 9-48), the bitmap image having a hierarchical 
system of folders associated with the bitmap image wherein the hierarchical system of 
folders comprise the image having a folder, the folder having content, and the content 
being within the folder (col. 4, line 34 through col. 5, line 3). Tyan does not explicitly 
disclose the hierarchical system of folders to be accessible through the displayed 
image. Mernyk teaches an apparatus, comprising a computer readable media and a 
program on the computer readable media, the program to provide instructions, which 
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when executed by a machine, cause the machine to display and to manipulate a bitmap 
image within a window a hierarchical system of folders to be accessible through the 
displayed image (figs. 1-4; col. 1, lines 39-55; col. 3, lines 45-50; col. 3, line 63 through 
col. 4, line 9; col. 5, line 59 through col. 6, line 26). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Mernyk's method of 
displaying and manipulating a bitmap image within a window having a hierarchical 
system of folders to be accessible through the displayed image with Tyan's method of 
displaying and manipulating a bitmap image within a window having a hierarchical 
system of folders in order to provide users with a visual method of quickly accessing as 
well as distinguishing a large number of data. 

As per claim 2 t Tyan teaches an apparatus wherein the hierarchical system of 
folders comprise the image having a folder, the folder having content, and the content 
being within the folder (col. 4, line 34 through col. 5, line 3). 

As per claim 3, Tyan teaches an apparatus wherein the hierarchical system of 
folders wherein content is one in a group consisting of a subfolder, a graphic object, a 
text document, a hyperlink, a border information, an image map, or an image address 
(col. 4, line 34 through col. 5, line 3). 

As per claim 4, Tyan teaches an apparatus and wherein the network system is 
one in a group of a client server system, a World Wide Web, an Internet, a mobile 
phone network, a first device in communication with a second device, (col. 1, lines 9-48) 

Claims 9, 15 and 24 are individually are similar in scope to claim 1 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
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As per claim 10, Tyan teaches an apparatus comprising concurrently displaying 
in the window multiple bitmap images (col. 1 , lines 26-28). 

Claim 16 is similar in scope to claim 4 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 17 is similar in scope to claim 2 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

5. Claims 5-6, 11-12 and 26-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tyan et al. ("Tyan") in view of Mernyk et al. ("Mernyk") as applied to 
claims 1 , 9 and 24 respectively, and further in view of Scott et al. ("Scott"). 

As per claims 5 and 6, although Tyan teaches an apparatus wherein the bitmap 
image may be manipulated (i.e. inherent to a browser environment is the ability to 
manipulate bitmap images such as zoom in, zoom out, select a region of interest, etc.), 
Tyan does not explicitly disclose an apparatus wherein manipulation is in the form of 
scaling the bitmap image to a new size with data stored in the cache until the program 
decodes data corresponding to the new size. Scott teaches progressive JPEG wherein 
upon a request for an image file or a request to scale the image file, the program stores 
the image in cache and the image is shown in progressively multiple levels of resolution 
until the program finishes decoding data corresponding to the new file (col.40, lines 61- 
63; col. 19, line 57 through col. 20, line 17; wherein images shown in progressively 
multiple levels of resolution is inherent in progressive JPEG in order to gradually display 
the image). Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the 
invention to include Scott's teaching of progressive JPEG for images having multiple 
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levels of resolution and images stored in cache until the program decodes data 
corresponding to a new data request such as scaling to Tyan's method of manipulating 
images in order to provide users with the ability to view images with increasingly 
detailed versions of the picture until the entire file finishes downloading. 

Claims 1 1 and 26 are individually similar in scope to the combination of claims 5 
and 6 and are therefore rejected under similar rationale except for the limitation that the 
bitmap image is from an image database, which Scott teaches (col. 20, lines 1-13). 

Claims 12 and 27 are individually similar in scope to the combination of claims 5 
and 6 and are therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

6. Claims 7-8 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Tyan et al. ("Tyan") in view of Mernyk et al. ("Mernyk") as applied to claims 1 and 9 
respectively, and further in view of Takeuchi et al. ("Takeuchi"). 

As per claims 7 and 8, although Tyan teaches an apparatus comprising 
instructions, which when executed by the machine, cause the machine to display and to 
manipulate objects (col. 1 , lines 9-48), Tyan does not explicitly disclose the apparatus to 
include establishing a predetermined setting, the predetermined setting having a value, 
below the value of the predetermined setting a representation of an object is displayed 
and above the value of the predetermined setting the object is displayed wherein the 
object is one in a group consisting of the bitmap image, a folder, content associated with 
the bitmap image, or content associated with the folder. Takeuchi teaches an apparatus 
comprising instructions, which when executed by the machine, cause the machine to 
display and to establish a predetermined setting, the predetermined setting having a 
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value, below the value of the predetermined setting a representation of an object is 
displayed and above the value of the predetermined setting the object is displayed 
wherein the object is one in a group consisting of the bitmap image, a folder, content 
associated with the bitmap image, or content associated with the folder (Abstract; figs. 
9-19). Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan to include Takeuchi's 
teaching of an apparatus comprising instructions, which when executed by the machine, 
cause the machine to display and to establish a predetermined setting, the 
predetermined setting having a value, below the value of the predetermined setting a 
representation of an object is displayed and above the value of the predetermined 
setting the object is displayed to Tyan's apparatus comprising instructions, which when 
executed by the machine, cause the machine to display and to manipulate objects in 
order to provide users with a step-by-step logical representation of information. 

Claim 14 is similar in scope to the combination of claims 7 and 8 and is therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

7. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable overTyan et 
al. ("Tyan") in view of Mernyk et al. ("Mernyk") as applied to claim 10, and further in view 
of Scott etal. ("Scott"). 

As per claim 13, although Tyan teaches a method of displaying and manipulating 
bitmap images (col. 1 , lines 9-48), Tyan does not explicitly disclose the bitmap image to 
be compressed according to a block based integer wavelet transform coding scheme. 
Scott teaches a method of utilizing discrete wavelet transform compression techniques 
for image compression (col. 16, lines 52-58). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
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an artisan to include Tyan's method of displaying and manipulating bitmap images to 
Scott's method of utilizing discrete wavelet transform compression techniques for image 
compression in order to provide users with compression efficiency. 
8. Claims 18-19 and 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Tyan et al. ("Tyan") in view of Mernyk et al. ("Mernyk") as applied to claims 15 and 
1 respectively, and further in view of Scott et al. ("Scott"). 

As per claim 28, although Tyan teaches an apparatus wherein the bitmap image 
may be manipulated (i.e. inherent to a browser environment is the ability to manipulate 
bitmap images such as zoom in, zoom out, select a region of interest, etc.), Tyan does 
not explicitly disclose an apparatus wherein manipulation is in the form of scaling the 
bitmap image to a new size with data stored in the cache until the program decodes 
data corresponding to the new size. Scott teaches progressive JPEG wherein upon a 
request for an image file or a request to scale the image file, the program stores the 
image in cache and the image is shown in progressively multiple levels of resolution 
until the program finishes decoding data corresponding to the new file (col. 40, lines 61- 
63; col. 19, line 57 through col. 20, line 17; wherein images shown in progressively 
multiple levels of resolution is inherent in progressive JPEG in order to gradually display 
the image). Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the 
invention to include Scott's teaching of progressive JPEG for images having multiple 
levels of resolution and images stored in cache until the program decodes data 
corresponding to a new data request such as scaling to Tyan's method of manipulating 
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images in order to provide users with the ability to view images with increasingly 
detailed versions of the picture until the entire file finishes downloading. 

Claims 18 and 19, in combination, is similar in scope to claim 28 and is therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

9. Claims 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tyan et al. ("Tyan") and Mernyk et al. ("Mernyk") as applied to claim 15, in view of Scott 
et al. ("Scott") as applied to claim 18, and further in view of Takeuchi et al. ("Takeuchi"). 

As per claims 20 and 21, although Tyan teaches an apparatus comprising 
instructions, which when executed by the machine, cause the machine to display and to 
manipulate objects (col. 1, lines 9-48), Tyan does not explicitly disclose the apparatus to 
include establishing a predetermined setting, the predetermined setting having a value, 
below the value of the predetermined setting a representation of an object is displayed 
and above the value of the predetermined setting the object is displayed wherein the 
object is one in a group consisting of the bitmap image, a folder, content associated with 
the bitmap image, or content associated with the folder. Takeuchi teaches an apparatus 
comprising instructions, which when executed by the machine, cause the machine to 
display and to establish a predetermined setting, the predetermined setting having a 
value, below the value of the predetermined setting a representation of an object is 
displayed and above the value of the predetermined setting the object is displayed 
wherein the object is one in a group consisting of the bitmap image, a folder, content 
associated with the bitmap image, or content associated with the folder (Abstract; figs. 
9-19). Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan to include Takeuchi's 
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teaching of an apparatus comprising instructions, which when executed by the machine, 
cause the machine to display and to establish a predetermined setting, the 
predetermined setting having a value, below the value of the predetermined setting a 
representation of an object is displayed and above the value of the predetermined 
setting the object is displayed to Tyan's apparatus comprising instructions, which when 
executed by the machine, cause the machine to display and to manipulate objects in 
order to provide users with a step-by-step logical representation of information. 

As per claim 22, the modified Tyan teaches an apparatus wherein the 
predetermined setting comprises a value set at a time of display/creation of a web page 
containing the bitmap image (Takeuchi: Abstract; figs. 9-19; Tyan: col. 1, lines 7-15; col. 
2, lines 60-67). 

10. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tyan et 
al. ("Tyan") and Mernyk et al. ("Mernyk"). 

As per claim 23, although Tyan teaches an apparatus comprising a bitmap image 
wherein the hierarchical system of folders are associated with the bitmap image (col. 1, 
lines 9-48), Tyan does not explicitly disclose that the apparatus comprises a means for 
concurrently displaying in the window multiple bitmap images. However, Tyan discloses 
concurrently displaying in the window multiple bitmap images in a description of the 
related art (col. 1, lines 26-31). Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan at 
the time of the invention to include concurrently displaying in the window multiple bitmap 
images to Tyan's apparatus comprising a bitmap image wherein the hierarchical system 
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of folders are associated with the bitmap image in order to provide users with a view of 
related images. 

1 1 . Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tyan et 
al. ('Tyan") in view of Mernyk et al. ("Mernyk"). 

As per claim 25, although Tyan teaches an apparatus comprising a bitmap image 
wherein the hierarchical system of folders are associated with the bitmap image (col. 1, 
lines 9-48), Tyan does not explicitly disclose that the apparatus comprises a means for 
concurrently displaying in the window multiple bitmap images. However, Tyan discloses 
concurrently displaying in the window multiple bitmap images in a description of the 
related art (col. 1 , lines 26-31 ). Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan at 
the time of the invention to include concurrently displaying in the window multiple bitmap 
images to Tyan's apparatus comprising a bitmap image wherein the hierarchical system 
of folders are associated with the bitmap image in order to provide users with a view of 
related images. 



Response to Arguments 

12. Applicant's arguments filed 12/15/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argued the following: 

(a) The prior art of record does not teach or suggest a hierarchical system of 
folders containing additional content associated with the bitmap image wherein the 
folders are accessible through the displayed image. 
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(b) Takeuchi is from a non-analogous art. Moreover, one of skill in the art would 
not look to Takeuchi for any modification to Tyan or Mernyk. 

(c) The combination suggested by the examiner uses hindsight to combine 
Takeuchi with Tyan and Mernyk. 

The examiner disagrees for the following reasons: 

Per (a), the prior art of record does teach or suggest a hierarchical system of 
folders containing additional content (Mernyk: figs. 1-4; col. 1, lines 39-55; col. 3, lines 
45-50; col. 3, line 63 through col. 4, line 9; col. 5, line 59 through col. 6, line 26; 
described is a hierarchical system of folders containing additional content upon users' 
selection to view/scroll the additional content) associated with the bitmap image (Tyan: 
col. 1 , lines 9-48; bitmap images are manipulated during layout generation] Mernyk: 
figs. 1-4; col. 3, lines 45-50; col. 3, line 63 through col. 4, line 9; col. 5, line 59 through 
col. 6, line 26) wherein the folders are accessible through the displayed image (Mernyk: 
col. 5, line 59 through col. 6, line 26; folders contents are accessible through the 
displayed image via a "flip button" associated with the thumbnail). 

Per (b), in response to applicant's argument that Takeuchi is nonanalogous art, it 
has been held that a prior art reference must either be in the field of applicant's 
endeavor or, if not, then be reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with which the 
applicant was concerned, in order to be relied upon as a basis for rejection of the 
claimed invention. See In re Oetiker, 977 F.2d 1443, 24 USPQ2d 1443 (Fed. Cir. 
1992). In this case, both Tyan and Takeuchi teaches the claim preamble wherein an 
apparatus comprises instructions, which when executed by the machine, cause the 
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machine to display objects (Tyan: col. 1, lines 9-48; Takeuchi: figs. 9-19). The feature 
extracted from Takeuchi is for establishing a predetermined setting, the predetermined 
setting having a value, below the value of the predetermined setting a representation of 
an object is displayed and above the value of the predetermined setting the object is 
displayed wherein the object is one in a group consisting of the bitmap image, a folder, 
content associated with the bitmap image, or content associated with the folder 
(Abstract; figs. 9-19). 

Furthermore, the teaching, suggestion, or motivation to combine, i.e. in order to 
provide users with a step-by-step logical representation of information, meets the 
requirement that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some 
teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves 
or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art (See In re Fine, 
837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 
USPQ2d 1 941 (Fed. Cir. 1 992)) as well as pass the test for obviousness of what the 
combined teachings of the references would have suggested to those of ordinary skill in 
the art (See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981)). 

Per (c), in response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of 
obviousness is based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that 
any judgment on obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon 
hindsight reasoning. But so long as it takes into account only knowledge which was 
within the level of ordinary skill at the time the claimed invention was made, and does 
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not include knowledge gleaned only from the applicant's disclosure, such a 
reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 
1971). 



Inquires 

13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Le Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4068. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 7:00 am to 
3:30 pm (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid, can be reached on (703) 308-0640. 

The fax numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned are as follows: 

(703) 872-9306 [Official Communication] 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. . 
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Patent Examiner CEC"* 1 -~ 3 

March 13, 2005 



